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w «n ^rr 4te«<rytfl % iitqiftq fern «n afr ggr 3 arcri} afr 4 aft i f awteM a# fear 
% lafe^E4^it*l# %jWl3fa qq^ftq>ioii <3n^%^qffy^ciK^^«ii4f(u|d(4)t|dHOftSarwai 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


^ it, if afat sssrs 4 sRitew fat? stsffis gssis srfaR fast % 


3 - 2 -^ _ '^l>s«<?^<ri itsy'efaqrtfagjpfi/ gjT^gsssgatRyfts^-ygi^gT^sns^ 3 SRSitf shafts 

^16^1 Tn^nrt % srgojert 3 ft feci ststs sifafasm ^sngR^g^oqj ywifaffagissisiT r , yTigitfage3ii% ,, STfissrgT, 
^ ^sfa g^frra it farPfats % sjrr sort sifaifad sr faij si? «t I ses it fate afts sir gjpf ^sfa ssf? sts ^ 
ai^tr'fcT sitansi I i fafa«s?r«stg>ty.wiAci Pigjfa rt% g?i ^fest g^sg? 3 gjifi wt 3 scfcns wfa ii s>hfRm s^f #tf 
sstfas^faPicPk ?[feg>t%cjcT sjErfatiR as smcii % i 


3-3. %, gss strait it gwi fts trfai<fci ^fe- ^ 3 ^ gsms it Proffer g?t it gfof sfoyfct gssifar 

^ fasT % i gigsi. w (1) 3"ssrs it faqe- afar sf3s' 1 gfai g?t §er3 gq ^rr % ftsRi sit yr: faro^ gsr aigsTO fern 

t aits a ss ^ST3it % fas^s 3 ®tt-sfa MRq«J*i sr^ as uwki fasT i l ysfaci ?wr it ProfRd grains fat goMi 

if vb'tii y«iif^d fi^i'i^i Ri«iig<ii'( i|: 


ansis ynw^it «£ fai? ^rararf ss siftim fagsui 

sst gsfas sshim it ProfRd % sftes>ssft 


nss s T5rcs-ans « sness sre isregn nss 

S'S^-sns ssctro wqNi 3fa %tf>sR sri y<?cd 

qiSd'i iR <ui«di StIS RJRI ysiowl SRI SSt TJ, 

tR gt? cjr^r! g>t arqif faggof if #n,g>^Rt sSt 
ffaifa, cTTcfr, sffar anfa 3? a^fecr Mot % sis 
3fR aflSTSSj afasiffaST'? ^ S?Rt *R 

f _ ,„ t ,- ^ f\ ^ ,; _\ X \ _\_- 

jotlMSt imn ■*! IM«*«I HI HIMIHISf *1 *V\1 o*'! 

giRoi fas¥i ftoW sf> graves g5Rf an^ST Rift ?tt% 
&24 tit ^l?RR(SIff g^t3fRaraift3IWJWch 
^f, ^Pn ?jcq> Pi<ki'¥i it)] si^^r ife ^?r, 
sfPSsRa^ffl, (tji-srti wi ^wsr i 
s? (wtt ^) 


807.50 


^ 1211.25 


, ggsefi tpffff *i cngs ^Tcwr srsisi 

#s<*^ sri gsRi wst t? #q^sit (^?R seTep 
Si4) <iPj*ici srara^f sri ^ T n? ^ sr^r! sit ap^ 

fassR^fafn, sisbRt sft fasfa, sfat-#ciaiTfa^aitlfaci 
fafm % STS#7 3TR5SS5 aftqSlfafidlil^^Rt tR, 
SR^SS JliS Vc?M, sl'S5<?<j v 'fTl, SJl'Sdl SSS ill’ll I 

r|7 {'JnjTrt ill 

[ gf^t^ 

r 807.50 


1211.25 



Praffts wfRftgfasr ^ ■ 


“t sit ywiq i>41<?l g^t alls str^s sss 
issieiT I 


surest sri amfast ss, Mwf, €lwrft srt aigstfag ss % aifaf^is fase aifs gsR s>t ssjcft % sis4 it aitpft 
gsgs sR I sfns«c^s?t sit gis srfs sj (i) % 3T^fs Praffts srfaw ^si3it %faR ssss sftsi ’ftgs^s sr^ 
ajrpfo fasi sst % l 


4,3, fcrf*Rg witwd iRftftRsist ^ gps fas^isst s5t ^ 3 s? it 1 ! 3igsls %si sst «n fa s? 

stte«csj# sri aifa^fts sssis % 3i?rrcn gsist s?i gifara cRjoft % st^ it gsi gpTR 3 |r ST^ifasi farfa ssr I 











[Minin—4] 


MRcTMilOTra : qraWKn _3 


5.1. #s*5^t % wrtonf yprent sm gy^er yy aro^ -gfR ^ ftq % iy?tes55jtfi^R?yi. <p(1) % 

arenfa ^rreft m foreq aft? efTO Pd* jM^t ?ft gyy^f <e? fern ft yn?^ ft fen nm ft:_ 


a>. 

yr. 

SWRW 

Wfyl ynun ^hi 4I 
^rt?iyifti 

(«.t) 

£nre»rj| siyr ^rjpnfed 
gBferaey^agyicy 
SRI VW*JPl- 

{*>$) 

^13I*5R 

(«.#) 




wH 

^m. 

V&L 

m 

V»K 


qrH'^’ftcryfWa^ 

150.00 

250.00 

w* 

W* 

{-)150.00 

(->250.00 

g. 

<t>Hicl yl yfT^^H-cbMia 
^3R1 

555.00 

950.00 

807.50 

1211.25 

252.50 

261.25 

n. 

?yi yw ntm srfb 
yRc^i 

107.50 

215.00 


V« 

(-J107.50 

(->215.00 



812.50 

1415.00 

807.50 

1211.25 

(-)5.00 

(->203.75 


-sra n? n?far % ft? nfe *pg> nft notfr 3 arc foyftifci <st ^ steit % yft v3% n? ifcn 

ypRj'irfcPiJ swyrfft^ 3ft? «**r sm gft n«tT fftftyi w gfeefw ^ ^pn??F yisft % ftr fft&rit % f^n^tcT Bifft 

yraift M fti ftrfr (*ft Tjg> snfr n? *¥t I) t 


5.2. yfte^tf! % ns yfty w ft ft? w&r nr^ ft force str / feme a#j> ftcn yft^qyi g^ian % ^ 4 
n^an^gnffc&ns^fifac* g^Tcw gro f^mifet wft grar anft £ra ft 1 ^ison ft, vfaift> yf^WR i, giy i P i fr ysq ^ 
wqi^wi^,^^^^aii^t%^3nnTt,nB^snMRwra gTin^ra^frtRen^n4t I cep eft-id arqftt 

^1? ft, n?H MT ygft iwftlWclfaft gft ?yf yjta ^wwi awft WR #n #rn .3ft? arc ?** =rc af#^ % 

g^ft-fftci sft n? ctmn nm gjyftt ftftr 1 n^^rd, hp&n mft eftya smia* etm wftm 1 vmlcM ^?ft <£t 

'jf^i'%, :;•£■} SPTft m 5OiUiiH H m?iM q ti. q> (ij $>ai’d , Tc!-'ti<H %'tiMi'd «zft?ft iftHlallao at&xjfftn g5?ft3? 
ST5#f 

"wseii yymft d-s® nren unm <fc?-ii, (tn-xi-ixl %) ?irat aft? yftyft ft> <ic<i! t M aftyartliw aftHMiRc&di'J’jft gjyft 
gq gft g5recn to Retcr yfts^yft / 3 nrim “ 1 

5.3. ^ n§ ^?3 ftftTT % yfts^ft) ft nB9» y>raiftd SET9I>H ft g>® aft? TT^t / ftcfTaft 3ft, 

yiftftgftftfi^yR^I^I^, yrefrffoyrajferrft l ■-■ft 

6. 3wft ^nm % m ^r. ^ (i) 3 ftraffta gwHt % srarm ^®5?^Sl grn ftne-aiN smr crnri % ^ ^ 

^aqntwdai! §m ^ nt ftr^nra % % M£t ^ SRcrra nv aprsft ftprt ^1 ft? n? we fom % ^ ^ ^ ^ % 

3En5T / nraraTcT >(<oi<j> % eum ^ 5o4j 4 fif^St ^51 w <sm4l J i«t«tf »t nif vidigi % 1 n«nft ^ 3?f wg thyA sfc 

ctMTETT^ l^lfcT €tt^rfr ^5l yjf^d % feu; 'fTS’R ?t 'Wl % I 

7. ^ w&w 3 31 nf 2005 ast ^rai^ ^t arnNn f^n -»rt «n 1 yi^t ^mi 4 

#■ 3 ^, #r agntn^Tif yina^ % aw^-atq^ nes yd I 

8.1. ^ynfeyi^^^^f^^nni«n, %*^^yi5n?^n^«ftf^ng ) ?5«^iyni^^1ope-3ifn 

gwranr ^t, ^ynfe w. 1 ?. ^ yRTf^d I, Pwifer <sy^ ^ #««^y¥i % stwoft^ ny 3n=ff feR^%yrt«i ^y ?ivjRr 

§ri aEfljSi* gmyt ^ri n? aiq^r ft«fl<f diRay ^ l 

8 . 2 . yray^,M(€r%,^yTT%^yi^^f ^tIar^ ft^ 9 y^g^>§: 

(I) ijoi.i?. yft snyr 3.8.1(H) («.) % sigyny, ^ fowe aifa jrarspr ynla ^ yfiq^ qy i 

cHi^y)«iiy^ awtfi ySVs*e^ift % t ^a. 1 ?. 3>tyraf%aigyny ^ ftni^aifn 3^ran 

Mi^r % -<f^fef!5i % ^ 1 1 

f® 3#^ci ^ty aife^yr 3^5 ^ wy n# MTiT35n 1 1 

9. ^yi y^yqi ^ qywyf ^ yiy fo a afemf w$ iiift4>y u i % fr prf gW % R < t>ijyi ^ b mo ri I 1 gre fcRftrat 

yi^ M8f( siyi f^ nq ?r?5t % yrrym yiy^ neert 3 iot yt ^ 1 ftw gqr^ tyyir^ http://tariffaijthority.gov.in 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part HI —Sec. 4] 


10. 34RR 4§t yfelT t? tRia Tjaifet gt aj*RTT3!t nStaWJdl fe afef t fenfafed feft 3na5?t %: 

(i) utatlfe aSWjjtft-aftW'd % fcfTJ 3 ^J fe «Rfea> fefeRI at attfer FfelT t §311 «n, <?S 

dyqViqrdfeit ^ 'tf|Tt4>'<'d % 9^T5R % das 0 ) gat 3fT ai?T difclRdd elMld *R STMt) fta>ldci g^ <St 
3?R % y^RTa % ftft[ t>def 'tTl'fe*Kr £ ^rfT at aifeibN fta vm't % aJl|x(c4 *R daidl gciqi SH I 

amag 2004 fe arct feat safer t gar srftaRRgjar garg£ na ngat ft anfet a?t an^ taftagarara 
fet d>ia*i a?3T am % fe FrPT [cfed ^ dtfet ^VfcT PMti aa, «ft VKa>K afR Hdd WRI%StfegjR t 

3IRTTt, wtaiTfe aflgs^t fet cTR$aTSlltfew 4?t 

maT 42 (iii) % yi<wii*iT t> sraifct fen am % I ftitiq?) ]jfefetltt % aft t I ag yilSid>y°i, ttanfeftft fe 
st#r srtfer t, gar yrfesv u i t gama fertfe ma feu % l <p dq-feiam) (Rilfe^rct t, aw mat 
tRTRT, viT^s>‘<'ti-'rfl'Ss?jtTl % fclg WH ftfcifRd mat % gar yiftav< u i fe aiftmR Sfa fet ^ffcft fet jgT 
matin ^prcra acd ^maraa an wn^ti <ac<sciai % i gmt Ra>i-^ % anjarR, gar infeRm % ffeot 
anfer % fenwnn na anna ant men matin wimcm an atf anfer § I ara^a, ag jiaRn gafe 

aife^fei gamn at ftftne 355 m m? t afernsj^tr grar Strife? ararfer an ftrna asat % ftftw afef 
WtlaftfeT^ I nggifefRR, fefttiafR fettn cHlsi&H-aRRntmRSnT (W>) atfeswtlft 

~*~ .. ■ .Y .A, rrr r a ^ , . Ay ^rr^t T=rrff =ttott ^ I 

<n\X ^V 4 | OUIS MS IMHIS *1 M\ 1 l^i MIMi ^3! -iioc;; Z i 

(ii) % n? 'aRT fen % fe aiRna ?fert % nrH fcRS-ang y-qicfi g^fe ski fe*nfef 

fe? -an^ 4THT g£f I, 4fep, % n?FRf 3TT WT % I affo 3t€ 

cfRRT ^5 3 R^ fe^W n?l afR g 9 TRI nR% fet^rffelT % I ng RPIg g?fe gRT ^cfgH ^TTg 

^ferf^r%fto?3R^3?am^^rR%^RTi3^affenwren ignRTfe^fe 3 rartfe : ?flg«e^ft 3 
3PRf 3R #5^^/aiRaTt-^^w#^.^W^-^^/2003-!W 11928, few 23 2004 % sfRT W 
tRTf c^eHkW feff cfl m afR % iftcR fefg 3TR / f^RC-aiTO PtRt % ftpj 

Hqa>lcbTlf3ft (gRT hs) ^ RPTcT fea Id 11 I 3RTTJ3. ^fg ^Tgdf ^1 "'dflc|>iy cfr'M I t fe ^TH 

% gRifeb g^> % fe? (^Ma) ^ts? feitt aafe^i % w at 33 % I ¥*fe sri agef 5Rga feq 

RtS^ 0 ! *1 Mlgd I't'MId tOI IdlW % fov< xfl-sso^n'i aitl fei "NftR?i uixriu aiiMi\t75i'iil4 

t, ag aeflfea ^sa t arjTR amTar rt aaxn I fe Mt€t art t apna-tfert fcR fane aria jwch, 
'fl'i-ss^'tH gRI c?l'M>< «Tft ai^t ytcIlRld 3?aT Itini RRTT STT I 

(iii) 'til'd«?<£<$) ^1 qyHi r i ^■d'e^f gRT y^d n5t at 01 Mid afR Rfer 35Rft % ferffer fear 

aar sit I yRnfeaaalaaTtTTaTfttfetl'ac^'sfeaT^, ^g^^fgRrallataTg^l-'TnaasTaWTa^aTa 
PrafRd awt ta; afearr fefy* amaa at? gl war 1 g^fe fer^ta ag arfea % fe ag 

arfejfe? aa a?T 3a«T t, a^ara t PiaIRci tara yaw aRt aH cqqy*n ar^ 1 

(iv) g^ara.Tjfrsre^td^ fen I feg ; iaTat : ?TfefeT^fe' , vTtaTf yam aRt aft aTTOg^TRfertfe 

?r^ arfep|# i??t yasR, aftf^ftalfaTjfcattta?atffeaTaaicit^gTftfeti ig^aicraHafR 
eara fen agf agRnjj’f gfar fe yaraa fe fea afena aaara, ^rgfer ^fenaif aa wry 

affep^tft yaraaf % ftnj fefta afear fe fetfer fe aiwR aa, fena fear aar I 1 afefg a>q aicH- 
aiam y^od> at, arcan? aa ararcr diadife* ^feafet a?f 3#rart am at anag atratfet atf 

ar^di !gamtfewafetfeaT^aafetlttgftar^taftattgtfegt, gilta^taamtawa 
ftRft aftftlt t vsHcitfj arfeta t ^a aft anxj 1 gar ferftr alt ■gaataaRitaft gRT, ffegtt w ai at 
3 rara- 3 iaH 3 ^waata 5 taanaarn^aaama?taT*ft 5 aa?rata^tt,aRigara?tatt lagGarattaRa 
% ft> aftg^a^ifr grar feffe aft fer araatt aa, afeaa aaara ftatffer a^act araa,^^ aWg a5ra°it t, anag 
a?t aa fe a>a t feaR atf fear aar sn 1 afig^?ftgRrfeT6.i (iv) aa ft^ aa feafea ^t gat aaaa sr 
att 3 Rafer feaT atrai | fe yraft^ tar gRT 3 RW anaa ^ saat # 4 a arfeta ^at a?t araraar 

Iftrataaawgafeia^aatfec^taftgftcTTaaiTaaaaxaaft^ts^^aTaTttt 1 

(v) irt yagiftci araffer tr aar t w^TsaafeagtfearafenjcT.Tj. gafet, trttfe art t ftrae- 
afiaTFaTcHMaerrtataaaftagtfen rwraaTtt-attrfeiftaateWifeftRargTaarfefefttttaa^ 
asa t gc^ta fear i fe ?ar gaaa an Faraa #sv^fft grar 33. 3. t arfefer fen aar I I ag 

’ ggraa, t^.tj. % arcana, affec^ grar ftanfer fear arrai I, #a gar fe^aR t> feet taRw t fej 
a?anaat^^afWgftgRi "feTfifeta^"^arara«nfea€tgt?nt lfeftgrarat, 3 na>r*df«t 
an ag cfe fe SRgra felt ftrftafta ^ fet ■garat t> ^ atf arft^ aratt fetgrt Tt ttsi 
aaRi t, ggtr t ar anantt at aaferR atf fen an ararar 1 «Rnfe ^fec^aft t ar^aR ga t att 
ararafer jagrfer a# fen I, atfedrafetft%fetofeaRtga gife ar?ifeTaaftgRatffeaTan 
arargr i 
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[MFim—^4] 


(vi) ’raft 'tfi««c^en % f?r?5-3tfa jwicM 3 ft i?<nt| wt ft> foj PAh «(jk u i foj t, 35rf-3ttft?t «iifi <jr3 
% tp? 24 y?it % stforel nit w<*ii*tfftd uRft 3ft Pwi<T3 *raf <?ft fo?>r?rft % fo? uft^ arm atf 
font lfajrareRaftatfowftra <tRftaloft^eftP i<hk 3?bftsnfo 

fo Pl'HKi'l «T URft % fcl'i w}-S u, 5 PifeilRa ftsfll m|I* 1I mfe*i I 3? yi(*W'( u l sRT <»t«yfti| 3>T *iU>ef*i 4xdl t 

fog ft m 935R 4>I folfol #5*5£?ft % aft 3PT# *mTRT SfP?Rrr % *ma, aafa Wt ft 
<ftyfafa ft> foj yylorftiyfraft?aiTETR <r ftt awaaa>sa?wfttur,arrfta>wtftfon^afon i 
ewift, ans^fer sarar ft? ^sa ft %M aft arare 3t ^iiftt t fo aft a? fs am ft ft^ ftt antrt t ft? 
ftts^fft srcft foiraa anwRPt ^ a>aft ft tmaarc yara atf a>a a?i t ftt as tfgr.-q. % yiayrft ft? 
atR^aigforyjrftntaft l 

(vii! atfoia y^y % *pj£ a^n ft, ftfoa wwiat ft rja? ft aiftu?, foie sfift / foe ftfa? ansftfH ftt 
afot t l ^r attasnftt ftsgmas f^fts fon aar i fa fat yifaaRR ft? atm anara araftt aft 
ftliwai era? ft fot % araft ft w aift ft fftae^atfa afctfftft ft tt ftafo 11 vtHafoiKriftf ft anfta 
<SHii<n «n % afFsa^ftt foie ftfa srma aajpt a?a agt «tr ftt aifojffera y^ea? a?t ^r^-^fft*n ft aigy «n i 

d«llft fMaVlflRliaftSRffatfftnaftyaga fo{ J UJ *Wtftft\»l 33ft> ^5 fft> 33 3m«fa at! 35Sft Iga^cffoj 
at* «»'kii4'»i forfa fon+tt-apw ^fo? jwh % foj foj?r ipf ski «<ini ’nj yaRt % 

fof <$! yfoT t ! *?!'6' , r'J i '^! ^ ’R'Jiv^T^fon o fo<>tisra ^i«roi %fooi ftiMC <hT*i y-qid'il % 
foj vS'i^) <aici%-}(«^i4fl ijai <ft)4iJ J *ii'< 'i^f <7t i iwi j i<ji®n iag'awfonwartfoafif^rata^afa? 
%5 3R ^ fo aiPiTcf to# <r foje-3#a y«MoH aa 3, anjnlfor <;air*i # 3 (RiR<w w? 

onnai aa t at ^ nrfta fon w?tt I MiJl sri at fort wean % ^ aani 

foft ’ft swr ^ i$R t I #55^tft srt aa anRft tg affor vtrfr ^ jRa, ^wfo 
aqfoi«saM t^PTcifit, ^taaar i 


11. ^«K^ty^ifo^^M^4Tftaett^!ai5^Effonl! 

agf ag ac^a * 7 »i i yiaftw gfo fo tvnji q^ i t > a f Nta ft^qu j t a>t ate ^ sri g?arfo a»>-H foft ’ft 

si<?ia at^t^sd at 15 ? 11 '2fB5nfoR tI iarRny?cim i ?Tfor^t%'?ffo^ff!%3r2^y ^t'?4foR^cnt^fRfa5raR u i 

ait 6i(i« fnRTT -mn wot ^ Pi'^Aj ^aT q I Mo yp* w“^i <»» Qx*ii*t 4»i at''icfi aiMi*y aHtefi ■?! ygH sl«iKl *TSt 

atcti«n^Bcn i^aaaww^^^^attt^^^’fryarifofoiTRiaTtataa^^Taafoat^'fla^w 
wta ’ft a?pa ®fo aifoj I 

12. MfoiWiMW arc* fo? nij cPiK^ft ^t cfstt ana for? fo?t % atrarr a? as yifcaRui ?a y*v ,7 i aft 

i 


ai. a. 

[fa^m nwv/i43/2005-3wr.] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
Mumbai, the 14th July; 2005 


(38 of conferred by Section 48 ° f the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 

A ^^? I ^ J ° r ^ P he ^ Jy <bsposes received from the Central Warehousing 

Corporafaon (CWC) for an amendment to rts Scale of Pates ( S°R) for ContainerFreight Station (CFS) services rend^S 
it at the Kandla Port Trust (KPT) as in the Order appended hereto. 


X 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Case No. TAMP/12/2005-KPT 

Central Warehousing Corporation (CWC) . 


ItartIu—Sec. 4] 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 15th day June 2005) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Central Warehousing Corporation 
(CWC) for an amendment to its Scale of Rates (SOR) for Container Freight Station (CFS) services 
rendered by it at the Kandla Port Trust (KPT). 


2.1. This Authority had passed an Order on 10 August 2004 fixing the existing tariff for the 

various services rendered by CWC at its CFS at the KPT. 


2.2. The CWC had initially pointed out that the description of operation under SI.No.A (1) under 

Chapter-11 of the Scale of Rates inadvertently states 'including lift on charge 1 . As per the terms of the 
Licence Agreement between CWC and KPT, lift on / lift off operations in the ports / docks area are beyond 
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approved Scale of Rates (SOR) 


to delete these specific words from ilie 


2.3. In this context, it was clarified to CWC that the description of the operations in Chapter-ll 

of the SOR was prescribed as proposed by the CWC, and this Authority had not made any suo moto 
amendments. If a component of the composite services is deleted, it is necessary to adjust (scale down) 
the composite rate. The CWC was, therefore, advised to file a separate proposal for amending its Scale of 
Rates by making suitable adjustment in the rates. 

3.1. In this backdrop, the CWC has filed the proposal in reference for amending its Scale of 

Rates. 


3.2. The CWC has clarified that the cargo / container handling and transportation operations 

were outsourced and the tariff was proposed based on similar job description contained in the outsourcing 
contracts. The words 'service including lift on in the port’ was wrongly included in its proposal due to 
clerical error. The work of lift on at the port is not under its purview. The question of reduction in tariff, in 
view of the proposed deletion of specific words, does not hold good in the instant case since it is only 
rectification of a clerical error. 


3.3. The CWC has not proposed any change in the rates prescribed in its SOR in view of 

modification proposed in the services offered. It has requested to re-draft the description of service by 
deleting the words 'including lift on in the port 1 from SI. No.A (1) and has also proposed some other minor 
modification in the description of services offered. The provision prescribed in the existing Scale of Rates 
vis-a-vis the proposed amendment thereto is as follows: 


SI.No. 

Brief description of service for import operations 


As prescribed in the existing SOR 

Proposed by the CWC 

A (1) 

Providing road vehicle at Container Yard (CY), Kandla 
Port and taking over loaded containers placed by 
Kandla Port Trust operators on the vehicles 
provided by the contractor, after due inspection of 
the condition of the container, the locks & seals and on 
completion of the required formalities, transporting the 
same to the Container Freight Station, CWC, Kandla 

Providing road vehicles at Container Yard 
(CY), Kandla Port and taking over loaded 
containers placed by CSY (Container 
stock yard) Terminal Operators on the 
vehicles provided by the CWC, after due 
inspection of the condition of the container, 
the locks & seals and on completion of the 


Port [within 24 hours of issue of job order 
irrespective of any detention due to off-loading / 
loading delays or traffic congestion (under Custom 
escort wherever/ whenever required)] including lift 

required formalities, transporting the same 
to the Container Freight Station, CWC, 
Kandla Port. 


on in the port 

(Rate in Rs.) 



Rate in Rs.) 




PER TEU 



PER TEU 




Rs.807.50 



Rs.807.50 











PER FEU 



PER FEU 




Rs. 1211.25 



Rs.1211.25 
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4.1. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal of the CWC was 

forwarded to the KPT and the concerned port users / representative bodies of port users for their 
comments. 


4.2. The comments received from the KPT and the user organisations were forwarded to the 

CWC with a request to furnish its comments on the objections raised by the user organisations and 
specifically with reference to recovery of lift on charge in addition to the rate approved by the TAMP. The 
CWC was also requested to furnish the break-up of the rate for composite services prescribed under serial 
number A (1). 


4.3. In view of the complaints received from various user associations, the KPT was also 

requested to enquire and report the factual position about alleged recovery of charges by the CWC beyond 
the notified Scale of Rates. 


5.1. The CWC has furnished its response to the comments furnished by the user 

organisations. The CWC has also furnished the break-up of services and analysis of cost under item no. A 
(1) as tabulated below: 


' 

SI. 

No. 

Operation 

Amount payable 
to the outsourcing 
agency 

(Rs.) 

r ~ 

Amount cnarged by 
CWC from users as 
per prevailing TAMP 
approved rate 
(Rs.) 

CWC margin 

(Rs.) 



TEU 

FEU 

TEU 

FEU 

TEU 

FEU | 

A 

Lift on inside the 
port 

150.00 

250.00 

Nil 

Nil 

(-) 150.00 

(-) 250.00 j 

B 

Transportation of 
loaded container 
from CSY-KPT to 

CFS-KPT 

555.00 

950.00 

807.50 

1211.25 

• 

252.50 

’ 

261 25 

C 

Royalty presently 
payable to port 
per TEU • 

107.50 

215.00 

Nil 

Nil 

(-) 107.50 

(-) 215 00 



812.50 

1415.00 

807.50 

1211.25 

(-) 5.00 

(-) 203.75 


The,above data shows that if the anomaly crept in due to printers devil is not removed, it 
will have to provide this service (which is also a major item) at a loss against the TAMP 
directions to allow proportionate administrative and other expenses and return on 
investment. 


5.2. The CWC has reiterated that the lift-on / lift-off service within the CY do not fall in the 
domain of the CFS operator, as it is the work area to be performed by the terminal operator. At Kandla, as 
the CFS, incidentally and ironically, has come much ahead of the terminal, this service is'tried to be hived 
off by the trade to CWC. Till the terminal is in place, the port or the users themselves have to undertake 
this facility on their own and hence, the cargo interest has to bear these costs till the terminal is in place. 
Subsequently, the CY/ Terminal operator will charge the trade for this service. In view of the above points, 
it has requested to notify the following amendment in brief description of service under item no. A (1) of 
Chapter II of its Scale of Rates. 

“Providing road vehicles at Kandla Port taking over the loaded containers to the CWC / CFS at Kandla Port 
after verification of locks and seals and completion of required formalities.” 

5.3. It is relevant to mention that the CWC has revised the amendment proposed earlier by 
deleting few more words / services without making any specific mention about the same. 

6. As regards the complaint made by the user organisations about levy of lift-on charges by 

the CWC in addition to the charges prescribed at Sr. No. A (t) of its Scale of Rates, the KPT while 
furnishing comments on the proposal has clarified that this issue has not been raised by any of the port 
users in the meetings held by the Chairman / Traffic Manager, of KPT. it has, however, agreed to examine 
the matter and report the factual position to the TAMP. 
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7. A joint hearing in this case was held on 31 May 2005 at the KPT premises. At the joint 

hearing, the CWC, KPT and the user organisations have made their submissions. 


8.1. As decided at the joint hearing, the KPT was advised to file its report on the alleged 

recovery of excess charges by Central Warehousing Corporation (CWC) alongwith its comments on the 
responsibility of the CWC to perform the lift-on operations at the Container Yard (CY) as envisaged in the 
L.A. 


8 . 2 . 


In response, the KPT has furnished its submission as summarised below: 


(i) . As per the clause 3.8 1(ii) (e) of the L.A., it is the responsibility of the licensee i.e. CWC to 

transport the containers to CFS including lift on from CSY . Lift on operations in the 
container yard is not within the scope of the KPT as per the terms of the L.A. 

(ii) . It has conducted an enquiry on the alleged recovery of excess charges by the CWC and 

has confirmed that CWC does not charge anything extra over and above the notified tariff. 


9 The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the office 

of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned parties will 
be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also available at our website 
http://tariffauthority.gov.in 


10. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of this 

case, the following position emerges: 


fl¬ 


uke in the proceedings relating to the initial fixation of tariff for the CWC-CFS, some of the 
users have raised their grievances on additional cost to them due to operation of the CFS 
and questioned the wisdom of granting exclusive rights to CWC for operating CFS. This 

u ~~ u.. iu!a a . _i: a..—. '\r\r\A :*■ 
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been held that it is not for this Authority to sit in judgement over the policy decisions 
relating to port development which tall within the domain of the Govt, and the port trust. 
Since the licence to CWC has been granted under the provisions of Section 42(iii) of the 
MPT Act, which was confirmed by the KPT, this Authority, as required under law, has 
prescribed the Scale of Rates. Some of the users associations have moved the Hon’ble 
High Court of Gujarat questioning, among other things, the jurisdiction of this Authority to 
fix the Scale of Rates for CWC-CFS. As per our record, there is no order of the Hon’ble 
Court to stay the operation of the earlier order of this Authority. This case is, therefore, 
limited to the specific reference to consider the amendment proposed by CWC to the 
specific tariff item in its notified Scale of Rates, This Authority does not like to be drawn 
into the controversy raised on the other policy and managerial issues including (even) 
interpretation of the licence agreement between KPT and CWC. 


(ii). The CWC has claimed that the lift on operation at the port yard for import boxes is not to 
be performed by it; but, such a prescription has been made in the Scale of Rates due to 
'clerical error’. The Federation of Port Users (FPU) and KPT have countered this claim by 
pointing out the CWC’s own analysis of cost to users for CFS operation on its facility vis-a- 
vis elsewhere, which was submitted by it as part of its proposal for fixing the existing Scale 
of Rates. Our record reveals that the CWC did submit such a comparative analysis vide 
its letter No. CWC/RO-AHD/Bus.CFS-KPT/2003-04/11928 dated 23 March 2004 which 
shows no cost to the users for lift on / lift off operation inside the CFS and KPT. It is not, 
therefore, possible to readily admit that wordings in the Scales of Rates for the relevant 
tariff item have been formulated due to any oversight. In the absence of any justifiable 
grounds given by CWC to negate the position contained in the comparative statement 
furnished by it earlier, it can be reasonably assumed that the lift on operation for import 
boxes at the KPT yard was envisaged to be provided by CWC against levy of the 
Composite rate proposed. 


(iii). The existing Scale of Rates of the CWC was fixed with reference to the cost and 
investment projections furnished by CWC. As correctly pointed out by the users, the out¬ 
sourcing arrangement made by CWC cannot be the sole determining factor for framing the 
Scale of Rates. On the contrary, it is incumbent on CWC to arrange to provide the 
services prescribed in the Scale of Rates against levy of the notified rate. 
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(iv). Subsequently, the CWC has argued that the cost of providing the composite service as 
envisaged in the SOR is more than the corresponding rate prescribed and, hence, it would 
incur a loss if the 'clerical 1 error' is not rectified. It is significant to note that the existing 
Scale of Rates for CWC operation has been framed based on an analysis of financing 
model for the of CWC operations as a whole at the relevant facility. Admittedly, individual 
tariff items may not be strictly cost based in view of the overall cost plus approach 
adopted. This means, deficit, if any under one -activity/sub-aGtivity is made good by 
surplus available elsewhere. This position has been correctly appreciated by some of the 
users who have demanded review of the entire SOR instead of an isolated tariff item. It is 
noteworthy that royalty payable by CWC to KPT was not considered as an item of cost, for 
stated reasons, while fixing the existing Scale of Rates. If such an exclusion is made from 
the analysis given by CWC at para 6.1 (iv), the relevant service is likely to meet the direct 
cost and generate surplus which goes to meet the general overheads and return 
requirements of CWC. 


(v). One of the main arguments in favour of the amendment proposed by CWC is that the 
concerned LA does not permit it to carry out lift off operations at the KPT yard. When 
asked to clarify the correct position, KPT has quite emphatically pointed out that such an 
operation by CWC is envisaged in the LA. Since the operation is to be performed by CWC 
as per the LA, and also for the reasons, given in the preceding paragraphs of this analysis, 
the claim of 'clerical error' made by CWC has not been established That heing so the 
arguments of the users that the proposal is not for rectification of any 'clerical error’ but an 
attempt of abdication of responsibility cannot be brushed aside lightly. The amendment 
proposed cannot also be considered as segregation of composite activity, as CWC has not 
proposed any adjustment in the corresponding rate. 


(vi) . Even though the CWC has come up with various reasons for deletion of ‘lift-on’ operation, 

it has not given any grounds for deletion of the performance conditions relating to shifting 
the containers within 24 hours of issue of job order. There has to be a performance 
condition governing this operation. The users have demanded that the penalty should be 
prescribed for non-performance. This Authority endorses this request; but, such a 
prescription in tariff can be made meaningfully at the time of next qeneral review of the 
Scale of Rates of CWC based on operational data for a sufficiently longer period which will 
be available by then. Nevertheless, the KPT as licensor is advised to take appropriate 
actions under the provisions of LA, if it is. convinced that CWC is not making sincere efforts 
to fulfill its performance assurance. 

(vii) . In the entire sequence of container handling, there can be more than one lift on/off 

operation at various stages. By way of abundant caution, it is pointed out that the issue 
before this Authority relates only to the lift on activity at the Port yard in the case of import 
boxes moving to CFS. The users have alleged that CWC was recovering lift on charges 
which was beyond the scope of the notified tariff. The documents submitted by the users 
in this regard do not, however, support their argument. The documents produced are 
copies of bills for the charges levied by a private firm for providing lift-off services to export 
containers. The CWC is on record clarifying that such charges were not levied under their 
account for any lift on operation of import boxes. It is clarified that if users can prove that 
in addition to approved Scale of Rates on account of lift on operation for import box if any 
charges are levied they shall be refunded. The report available from KPT categorically 
denies any excess charges levied by CWC. The question of ordering refund by CWC, as 
demanded by the user, does not, therefore, arise. 

11. After the case was closed for orders, the CWC has requested to withdraw the proposed 
amendment. It may be relevant here to mention that the amendment proposed by the CWC is, in any 
case, fit for rejection in view of the analysis contained in preceding paragraphs. This Authority, accepts the 
request of the CWC to withdraw its proposal, and decides to treat this case as withdrawn. This issue 
cannot be re-opened before the next general review of the Scale of Rates of the CWC. Even if any 
amendment to the composite services is proposed at that stage, it should be accompanied with 
corresponding adjustment in the composite rate. 

12. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 
mind, this Authority decides to close this case as withdrawn. 

A. L. BONGffiWAR, Chainnan 
[ADVT. Hl/IV/143/2005-Exty.] 
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